United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:13-16706 Hector Cahuantzi Gutierrez Chapter 13

#1.00  Motion for relief from stay [RP]
US BANK N.A.
VS
DEBTOR
fr. 11/14/18

Docket 80

Tentative Ruling:

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Hector Cahuantzi Gutierrez Represented By
Rabin J Pournazarian
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:15-10295 Adolph Earl Jones and Katherine Johnson Jones Chapter 13

#2.00  Motion for relief from stay [RP]
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
VS
DEBTOR

fr. 11/7/18

Docket 58

Tentative Ruling:

Tentative Ruling from 11/7/2018

Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to foreclose upon and obtain possession of the property.

The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.
Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.
Note: No response has been filed. Accordingly, no court appearance by movant is

required. Should an opposing party file a late opposition or appear at the hearing, the
Court will determine whether further hearing is required and movant will be so

notified.
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Adolph Earl Jones Represented By
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018

Hearing Room 301

9:30 AM
CONT... Adolph Earl Jones and Katherine Johnson Jones
Allan S Williams
Joint Debtor(s):
Katherine Johnson Jones Represented By
Allan S Williams
Movant(s):
JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, Represented By
Raymond Jereza
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se

Chapter 13
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United States Bankruptcy Court
Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301

9:30 AM
1:15-13626 Dwayne Rice Corbitt Chapter 13
#3.00  Motion for relief from stay [RP]

WELLS FARGO BANK, N.A.
VS
DEBTOR

fr. 9/12/18; 10/3/18; 10/17/18; 11/14/18

Stip for adequate protection fld 12/10/18

Docket 103
#**%* VACATED *** REASON: APO entered 12/11/18.

Tentative Ruling:

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Dwayne Rice Corbitt Represented By

Ellen M. Cheney
Andrew S Mansfield

Trustee(s):

Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:18-12249 Jason Clay Holt Chapter 7

#4.00  Motion for relief from stay [PP]

HONDA LEASE TRUST
VS
DEBTOR
Docket 10
Tentative Ruling:

Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1) and (d)(2).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to repossess and sell the property.

The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.

Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.

Note: No response has been filed. Accordingly, no court appearance by movant is
required. Should an opposing party file a late opposition or appear at the hearing, the

Court will determine whether further hearing is required and movant will be so
notified.

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Jason Clay Holt Pro Se

Movant(s):

HONDA LEASE TRUST Represented By
Vincent V Frounjian
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018

Hearing Room 301

9:30 AM
CONT... Jason Clay Holt

Trustee(s):
Amy L Goldman (TR) Pro Se

Chapter 7

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM Page 6 of 70



United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:17-10880 LaFaye Francisco Chapter 13

#5.00  Motion for relief from stay [RP]

DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY

VS
DEBTOR
Docket 44
Tentative Ruling:
- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
LaFaye Francisco Represented By
Kevin T Simon
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:18-12835 Carol Yesenia Carrillo Chapter 13

#5.10  Motion for relief from stay [RP]

JAMES WYATT, TRUSTEE OF THE J&D CONSULTING/MANAGEMENT PLAN
VS
DEBTOR

Docket 9

Tentative Ruling:
Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1) and (d)(4).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to foreclose upon and obtain possession of the property.

If recorded in compliance with applicable state laws governing notices of interests or
liens in real property, the order is binding in any other case under this title purporting
to affect the property filed not later than 2 years after the date of the entry of the order
by the court, except that a debtor in a subsequent case under this title may move for
relief from the order based upon changed circumstances or for good cause shown,
after notice and hearing.

The co-debtor stay of 11 U.S.C. § 1201(a) and § 1301(a) is terminated, modified or
annulled as to the co-debtor, on the same terms and conditions as to the debtor.

Any other request for relief is denied.
The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.

Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.

| Party Information

Debtor(s):

Carol Yesenia Carrillo Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018

Hearing Room 301

9:30 AM
CONT... Carol Yesenia Carrillo

Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se

Chapter 13
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:14-14009 Michele Amy Schneider Chapter 13

#5.20  Motion for relief from stay [RP]
WILMINGTON SAVINGS FUND SOCIETY FSB
VS
DEBTOR

fr. 11/7/18; 12/5/18

Docket 55

Tentative Ruling:

Tentative Ruling from 11/7/2018

Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to foreclose upon and obtain possession of the property.

The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.

Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.

Note: No response has been filed. Accordingly, no court appearance by movant is
required. Should an opposing party file a late opposition or appear at the hearing, the

Court will determine whether further hearing is required and movant will be so
notified.

| Party Information
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
CONT... Michele Amy Schneider Chapter 13
Debtor(s):
Michele Amy Schneider Represented By
Joshua L Sternberg
Movant(s):
Willmington Savings Fund Society, Represented By
Raymond Jereza
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM Page 11 of 70



United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:18-12375 Stefanie Vianey Barajas Espinoza Chapter 7

#5.30  Motion for relief from stay [PP]
NISSAN MOTOR ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION
\ISEBTOR
fr. 12/5/18

Docket 7

Tentative Ruling:

Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1) and (d)(2).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to repossess and sell the property.

The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.
Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.
Note: No response has been filed. Accordingly, no court appearance by movant is

required. Should an opposing party file a late opposition or appear at the hearing, the
Court will determine whether further hearing is required and movant will be so

notified.
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Stefanie Vianey Barajas Espinoza Represented By
Sydell B Connor
Movant(s):
NISSAN MOTOR ACCEPTANCE Represented By
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
CONT... Stefanie Vianey Barajas Espinoza Chapter 7
Michael D Vanlochem
Trustee(s):
Nancy J Zamora (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:18-12566 Wayne Holloway Chapter 7

#5.40 Amended motion for relief from stay [UD]
PUNAM GOHEL
VS
DEBTOR

fr. 12/5/18

Docket 15

Tentative Ruling:

Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to obtain possession of the property.

The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.

Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.

Note: No response has been filed. Accordingly, no court appearance by movant is
required. Should an opposing party file a late opposition or appear at the hearing, the

Court will determine whether further hearing is required and movant will be so
notified.

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Wayne Holloway Pro Se

Movant(s):
Punam Gohel Represented By
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
CONT... Wayne Holloway Chapter 7
Helen G Long
Trustee(s):
David Seror (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018

Hearing Room 301

9:30 AM
1:15-14067 Brian Igbinigie

#5.50  Motion for relief from stay [RP]

U.S. BANK, NA
VS
DEBTOR

fr. 12/5/18

Chapter 13

Stip for adequate protection filed 12/7/18

Docket

*** VACATED *** REASON: Order approving stipulation entered

12/10/18.

Tentative Ruling:

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Brian Igbinigie

Movant(s):

U.S. Bank, N.A., successor trustee to

Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR)

Represented By
Anthony Obehi Egbase
Crystle Jane Lindsey
Edith Walters
W. Sloan Youkstetter

Represented By
Daniel K Fujimoto
Caren J Castle

Pro Se

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:18-11857 Robert Winn, Jr Chapter 13

#5.60  Motion for relief from stay [RP]
U.S. BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
VS
DEBTOR
fr. 12/5/18

Docket 25

Tentative Ruling:

Grant relief from stay pursuant to 11 U.S.C. § 362(d)(1).

Movant (and any successors or assigns) may proceed under applicable nonbankruptcy
law to enforce its remedies to foreclose upon and obtain possession of the property.

The co-debtor stay of 11 U.S.C. § 1201(a) and § 1301(a) is terminated, modified or
annulled as to the co-debtor, on the same terms and conditions as to the debtor.

The 14-day stay prescribed by FRBP 4001(a)(3) is waived.
Movant must submit the order within seven (7) days.
Note: No response has been filed. Accordingly, no court appearance by movant is

required. Should an opposing party file a late opposition or appear at the hearing, the
Court will determine whether further hearing is required and movant will be so

notified.
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Robert Winn Jr Represented By
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
CONT... Robert Winn, Jr Chapter 13
Julie J Villalobos
Movant(s):
U.S. Bank National Association, as Represented By
Dane W Exnowski
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018

Hearing Room 301

9:30 AM
1:18-10369 Jaime Gutierrez

#5.70  Motion for relief from stay [RP]
DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST COMPANY
\ISEBTOR
fr. 12/5/18

Stip for adequate protection fld 12/11/18

Chapter 13

Docket 45
Tentative Ruling:
- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Jaime Gutierrez Represented By
Raj T Wadhwani
Movant(s):
Deutsche Bank National Trust Represented By
Dane W Exnowski
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
9:30 AM
1:18-11849 Leticia E. Donis Duran Chapter 13

#5.80  Motion for relief from stay [RP]
LAKEVIEW LOAN SERVICING LLC
VS
DEBTOR
fr. 12/5/18

Docket 19

Tentative Ruling:

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Leticia E. Donis Duran Represented By
Donald E Iwuchuku
Movant(s):
Lakeview Loan Servicing, LLC Represented By
Darlene C Vigil
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:17-10673 Hermann Muennichow Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01077 The Lincoln National Life Insurance Company, an In v. Duane Van Dyke

#6.00  Status conference re: complaint for interpleader

fr. 9/5/18
Docket 1
*** VACATED *** REASON: Status conference continued to 2/20/19 at
1:30 p.m.
Tentative Ruling:
- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Hermann Muennichow Represented By
Stuart R Simone
Defendant(s):
Duane Van Dyke Irrevocable Trust Pro Se
Helayne Muennichow Pro Se
David Seror Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):
The Lincoln National Life Insurance Represented By
Erin Illman
Trustee(s):
David Seror (TR) Represented By

Richard Burstein
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:17-10825 Amie Suzanne Greenberg Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:17-01061 Rubin v. Greenberg

#7.00  Pretrial conference re: complaint to determine dischargeability
of debt pursuant to sections 523(a)(15)

fr. 8/23/17; 10/25/17; 4/4/18;5/13/18; 6/13/18

Docket 1
*** VACATED *** REASON: Order entered 11/7/18 continuing hearng to
3/20/19 at 1:30 PM

Tentative Ruling:

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):

Amie Suzanne Greenberg Represented By

Steven J Renshaw

Defendant(s):

Amie Greenberg Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):

Jeff Rubin Pro Se
Trustee(s):

Amy L Goldman (TR) Pro Se
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Wednesday, December 12, 2018

United States Bankruptcy Court
Central District of California

San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Hearing Room 301

1:30 PM

1:17-12434 Robin DiMaggio

Adv#: 1:17-01099 Dachev et al v. DiMaggio

#8.00  Status conference re: complaint for:
1. Denial of debtor's discharge [11 U.S.C. § 727]
2. Determination that debt is non-dischargeable
[11 U.S.C. §§ 523(a)(2)(A), 523(a)(2)(B), 523(a)(4), 523(a)(6)]

fr. 2/7/18; 10/17/18(stip)

Tentative Ruling:

Docket 1

Chapter 7

During the prior status conference, the Court instructed the plaintiff to file a notice of
dismissal in the debtor's bankruptcy case no later than November 21, 2018. The

plaintiffs did not file their notice of dismissal until November 28, 2018.

Consequently, the 14-day notice period will expire on December 12, 2018, the date of

this status conference.

To assess if a party in interest substitutes into this action prior to the expiration of the
14-day deadline, the Court will continue this status conference to 1:30 p.m. on

December 19, 2018.

Appearances on December 12, 2018 are excused.

Party Information

Debtor(s):
Robin DiMaggio

Defendant(s):
Robin DiMaggio

Plaintiff(s):

Krasimir Dachev

Represented By
Moises S Bardavid

Pro Se

Represented By
Matthew A Lesnick

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
CONT... Robin DiMaggio Chapter 7
Peace for You Peace for Me Represented By
Matthew A Lesnick
Svilosa AD Represented By
Matthew A Lesnick
Trustee(s):
David Seror (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:17-12750 Maryam Azizi Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:17-01108 Hassibi v. Homayoun

#9.00  Status conference re: complaint of plaintiff
pursuant to 11 USC § 523(a)(2)

fr. 2/14/18; 5/16/18; 6/20/18, 9/12/18, 11/7/18

Stipulation filed 11/26/18

*** VACATED ***Dolclklii‘sON:1 Judgment entered 11/28/18 re settlement
Tentative Ruling:
- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Maryam Azizi Represented By
David S Hagen
Defendant(s):
Shahram Homayoun Pro Se
Joint Debtor(s):
Shahram Homayoun Represented By
David S Hagen
Plaintiff(s):
Mohammad Hassibi Represented By
Kathleen P March
Trustee(s):
Nancy J Zamora (TR) Pro Se

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM Page 25 of 70



United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:17-13375  Adir Setton Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01035 Kessler v. Setton

#10.00  Pretrial conference re: complaint of Avigdor Kessler
from: 5/16/18; 6/20/18; 10/31/18

Docket 1

Tentative Ruling:

Contrary to the Court's instructions from the prior pretrial conference, the parties did
not file an amended joint pretrial stipulation curing the deficiencies from their prior
joint pretrial stipulation. In addition, the plaintiff did not submit a scheduling order or
file a unilateral pretrial statement explaining why the parties did not timely file an
amended joint pretrial stipulation.

The Court intends to issue an Order to Show Cause why this adversary proceeding
should not be dismissed for failure to prosecute.

10/31/2018 Tentative:

The untimely joint pretrial stipulation (the "JPS") filed by the parties on October 26,
2018 does not comply with Local Bankruptcy Rule ("LBR") 7016-1(b)(2), as specified
below.

Contrary to LBR 7016-1(b)(2)(C), the parties do not clearly set forth the issues of law
to be litigated at trial. The plaintiff's complaint asserts a claim under 11 U.S.C. §
523(a)(6), and the language in the JPS appears to reassert that claim.

In paragraph 41 of the JPS, the parties indicate that the plaintiff intends to request
denial of the defendant's discharge under 11 U.S.C. § 727(a)(3). However, the
plaintiff has not moved to file an amended complaint. Moreover, because the
defendant has already received his discharge, the plaintiff is limited to requesting
revocation of the defendant's discharge under one of the grounds set forth in 11
U.S.C. § 727(d); any claim for denial of the defendant's discharge under 11 U.S.C. §
727(a) is time barred.
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
CONT... Adir Setton Chapter 7

In addition, the parties' exhibit list does not comply with LBR 7016-1(b)(2)(D). The
parties do not specify which party is offering which exhibit. Moreover, the parties do
not provide an adequate description of each exhibit, which must include information
sufficient for identification. For example, the parties do not provide sufficient
information for exhibit nos. 24-26 and 28. Have the parties exchanged exhibits they
intend to offer at trial?

Contrary to LBR 7016-1(b)(2)(E), the parties have not specified which witness is
being offered by which party. The parties also do not provide a summary of the
proposed testimony by each witness.

The parties list certain doctors in their witness list; do the parties intend to call any of
these doctors as expert witnesses? If so, have the parties exchanged narrative
statements of the qualifications of the experts? Have the parties exchanged expert
reports in accordance with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(a)(2)?

In the paragraph listing their witnesses, the parties state that their witnesses "include,
but are not limited to" the listed witnesses. The parties must provide a complete list of
witnesses. Any witness not listed in the parties' witness list will not be permitted to
testify at trial.

Concurrently with submitting their amended joint pretrial stipulation, the parties also
must submit a joint witness schedule indicating on which day of trial, and at which
time, each witness will testify and estimating the duration of each witness's testimony.

Contrary to LBR 7016-1(b)(2)(F), the parties have not specified if there are any other
matters that may affect trial, such as anticipated motions in limine, motions to
withdraw reference or other pretrial motions. Moreover, contrary to LBR 7016-1(b)
(2)(G), the parties have not indicated if discovery is complete and, contrary to LBR
7016-1(b)(2)(H), the parties have not indicated if they are ready for trial.

Contrary to LBR 7016-1(b)(2)(I), the parties have not provided an estimate of the
length of trial. The parties also do not include the language from LBR 7016-1(b)(2)(J)
in the JPS.
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
CONT... Adir Setton Chapter 7

Finally, the parties have not updated the Court regarding the Court-ordered mediation
the parties were required to attend by August 31, 2018 [doc. 19]. Did the parties
attend mediation? The parties must be prepared to discuss these issues.

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Adir Setton Represented By
Stephen S Smyth
William J Smyth
Defendant(s):
Adir Setton Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):
Avigdor Kessler Represented By
Martin S Wolf
Trustee(s):
Amy L Goldman (TR) Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:18-10385 Jorge Alberto Romero II Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01057 Acevedo v. Romero II
#11.00  Status conference re: Amended complaint for nondischargeability
11 U.S.C. 523a (2) debt obtained through fraud, embezzlement
and false pretenses
fr. 09/12/18; 10/31/18

Docket 14

Tentative Ruling:

Parties should be prepared to discuss the following:
Deadline to complete discovery: 3/15/19.
Deadline to file pretrial motions: 4/1/19.

Deadline to complete and submit pretrial stipulation in accordance with Local
Bankruptcy Rule 7016-1: 4/24/19.

Pretrial: 1:30 p.m. on 5/8/19.

In accordance with Local Bankruptcy Rule 7016-1(a)(4), within seven (7) days after
this status conference, the plaintiff must submit a Scheduling Order.

If any of these deadlines are not satisfied, the Court will consider imposing sanctions
against the party at fault pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 7016-1(f) and (g).

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Jorge Alberto Romero II Pro Se

Defendant(s):
Jorge Alberto Romero II Pro Se
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018

Hearing Room 301

1:30 PM
CONT... Jorge Alberto Romero II

Plaintiff(s):

Carlos Acevedo Pro Se

Trustee(s):
David Keith Gottlieb (TR) Pro Se

Chapter 7
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United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:18-11488 Christopher Anderson Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01105 QUEEN et al v. Anderson

#12.00  Order to show cause why defendant's answer

should not be stricken for failure to prosecute

Docket 0

Tentative Ruling:

On November 7, 2018, the Court held a status conference. The defendant did not
appear. In addition, the defendant did not meet and confer with the plaintiffs in
accordance with Local Bankruptcy Rule ("LBR") 7026-1 and did not participate in the
filing of a joint status report in accordance with LBR 7016-1(a).

As aresult, on November 8, 2018, the Court issued the Order to Show Cause Why
Defendant's Answer Should Not be Stricken for Failure to Prosecute (the "OSC")
[doc. 9]. In the OSC, the Court instructed the defendant to file a response to the OSC
no later than November 28, 2018.

The defendant did not timely file a response to the OSC and did not otherwise file any
updates in preparation for the continued status conference. Consequently, the Court
will strike the defendant's answer [doc. 6], and the plaintiff may proceed by way of
default judgment.

The Court will prepare the order striking the defendant's answer.

Party Information

Debtor(s):
Christopher Anderson Represented By
Daniel King
Defendant(s):
Christopher Anderson Represented By

Daniel King
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1:18-11488 Christopher Anderson Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01105 QUEEN et al v. Anderson

#13.00  Status conference re: complaint 1) objecting to discharge
[11 USC sections 727(a)(2)(A), (a)(3), (a)(4), (a)(5) and (a)(6)];
2) to determine non-dischargeability of debt [11 USC
sections 523(a)(2)(A0 and (a)(6)]

fr. 11/7/18

Docket 1

Tentative Ruling:

In light of the fact that the Court will strike the defendant's answer, the plaintiffs may
proceed to entry of default and default judgment.

To obtain entry of default, the plaintiffs must submit Local Bankruptcy Rule Form F
7055-1.1.Req.Enter.Default, "Request for Clerk to Enter Default Under LBR
7055-1(a)."

If the plaintiffs will be pursuing a default judgment pursuant to Local Bankruptcy
Rule 7055-1(b), the plaintiffs must serve a motion for default judgment (if such
service is required pursuant to Fed. R. Bankr. P. 7055, Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(b)(2) and/or
Local Bankruptcy Rule 7055-1(b)(1)(D)) and must file that motion by February 1,
2019.

If the plaintiffs will be seeking to recover attorneys' fees, the plaintiffs must
demonstrate that the award of attorneys' fees complies with Local Bankruptcy Rule
7055-1(b)(4).

| Party Information

Debtor(s):

Christopher Anderson Represented By
Daniel King
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Defendant(s):
Christopher Anderson

Plaintiff(s):
WAYNE QUEEN

TONY WAYNE BLASSINGAME

Trustee(s):
David Keith Gottlieb (TR)

Chapter 7

Pro Se

Represented By
Michael Goch

Represented By
Michael Goch

Pro Se
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1:18-10329 Ali P Dargah Chapter 13

Adv#: 1:18-01045 Dargah v. Dargah et al

#13.10  Status conference re: first amended Complaint for:
1) Fraud
2) Faud based on forgery;
3) Civil conspiracy;
4) Misconduct of neglect of notary public;
5) Quit title;
6) Cancellation of instrument;
7) Slander of title;
8) Declaratory relief;
9) Injunctive relief

fr. 10/17/18; 12/5/18
CROSS COMPLAINT

Jeff Daragah, an individual
Cross-Complaintant

v
Ali P. Dargah, an individual

Cross-Defendant

Docket 10

Tentative Ruling:

Parties should be prepared to discuss the following:
Deadline to complete discovery: 4/1/19.
Deadline to file pretrial motions: 4/15/19.

Deadline to complete and submit pretrial stipulation in accordance with Local
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Bankruptcy Rule 7016-1: 4/24/19.
Pretrial: 1:30 p.m. on 5/8/19.

In accordance with Local Bankruptcy Rule 7016-1(a)(4), within seven (7) days after
this status conference, the plaintiff must submit a Scheduling Order.

If any of these deadlines are not satisfied, the Court will consider imposing sanctions
against the party at fault pursuant to Local Bankruptcy Rule 7016-1(f) and (g).

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Ali P Dargah Represented By
Matthew D. Resnik
Defendant(s):
Jeff Javad Dargah Pro Se
Jeff Javad Dargah, an individual Pro Se
Gerakdune Granda an individual Pro Se
The Bank of New York Mellon fka Pro Se
Shahla Dowlati, an individual Pro Se
All Persons or Entities Unknown Pro Se
Does 1 to 10, Inclusive Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):
Ali P Dargah Represented By
Matthew D. Resnik
David M Kritzer
Trustee(s):
Elizabeth (SV) F Rojas (TR) Pro Se
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1:18-10468 Patrick Abrahamian Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01063 Cotton v. Abrahamian

#13.20  Status conference re complaint to determine the
non-dischargeability of debts under 11U.S.C. §523(a)(6)

fr. 7/18/18; 10/3/18; 12/5/18

Docket 1
*** VACATED *** REASON: Order dismissing case entered 12/7/18.

Tentative Ruling:

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Patrick Abrahamian Represented By
Leo Fasen
Defendant(s):
Patrick Abrahamian Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):
Thomas Christian Cotton Represented By
Andrew R Delaflor
Trustee(s):
Nancy J Zamora (TR) Pro Se

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM Page 37 of 70



United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM

1:18-11243  Jeff Davani Chapter 7
Adv#: 1:18-01098 Johnson v. Davani an individual, doing business as Arina Buil

#13.30  Status conference re: first amended complaint objecting to discharge
of debt under 11 U.S.C. sec 523(a)(2), (a)(4), and (a)(6)

fr. 12/5/18

Docket 8
*** VACATED *** REASON: Order entered continuing hearing to 1/9/19
at 1:30 p.m. - jc

Tentative Ruling:

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):
Jeff Davani Pro Se
Defendant(s):
Jeff Davani an individual, doing Represented By
Michael H Raichelson
Joint Debtor(s):
Nadia Davani Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):
Yvonne Johnson Represented By
Stephen M Sanders
Trustee(s):
David Keith Gottlieb (TR) Represented By
D Edward Hays
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1:16-10045 Duane Daniel Martin Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:18-01106 David K. Gottlieb in his capacity as Chapter 7 Tru v. Roxe, LLC, a
#13.40  Status conference re: complaint to:
1. Quiet title of real property located at 22401 Summitridge
Circle, Chatsworth, CA 91311; and
2. Recover property of the estate nature of suit
fr. 11/7/18(stip); 12/5/18
Stipulation to continue filed 12/10/18

Docket 1

Tentative Ruling:

The Court will continue this status conference to 2:30 p.m. on January 9, 2019, to be
held in connection with the hearing regarding defendants' motion to dismiss [doc. 15].

Appearances on December 12, 2018 are excused.

| Party Information

Debtor(s):

Duane Daniel Martin Represented By

Alan W Forsley

Defendant(s):

Roxe, LLC, a California limited Pro Se

Derek Folk, an individual Pro Se

Michael Martin an individual Pro Se

Doe 1 through DOE 10, inclusive Pro Se
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Joint Debtor(s):
Tisha Michelle Martin Represented By
Alan W Forsley
Joseph R Dunn
Plaintiff(s):
David K. Gottlieb in his capacity as Represented By
Beth Ann R Young
Trustee(s):
David Keith Gottlieb (TR) Represented By
Monica Y Kim
Jeffrey S Kwong
Beth Ann R Young

12/11/2018 2:43:46 PM Page 40 of 70



United States Bankruptcy Court

Central District of California
San Fernando Valley

Judge Victoria Kaufman, Presiding
Courtroom 301 Calendar

Wednesday, December 12, 2018 Hearing Room 301
1:30 PM
1:17-12434 Robin DiMaggio Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:17-01107 Forum Entertainment Group, Inc. v. DiMaggio

#13.50  Status conference re complaint for (1) denial of debtor's discharge
[11 U.S.C. 727] (2) Non-Dischargeability of debt [ 523(a)(2)(A),
523(a)(2)(B), 523(a)(4), 523(a)(6)]

fr. 3/7/18; 8/8/18; 8/22/18; 10/17/18; 12/5/18

Docket 1

Tentative Ruling:

In connection with the pending motion for default judgment, the Court will continue
this status conference to 1:30 p.m. on February 6, 2019.

| Party Information

Debtor(s):
Robin DiMaggio Represented By
Moises S Bardavid
Defendant(s):
Robin DiMaggio Pro Se
Plaintiff(s):
Forum Entertainment Group, Inc. Represented By
Sanaz S Bereliani
Trustee(s):
David Seror (TR) Pro Se
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1:18-12051 Mr. Tortilla, Inc.

#14.00  Motion to Extend Time to Assume or Reject Unexpired
Executory Contract for Real Property Lease

Docket 56

Tentative Ruling:

Chapter 11

- NONE LISTED -
| Party Information
Debtor(s):

Mr. Tortilla, Inc. Represented By

M. Jonathan Hayes

Roksana D. Moradi-Brovia
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1:17-11748 Steven Mark Rosenberg Chapter 7

Adv#: 1:17-01096 Rosenberg v. Deutsche Bank National Trust Company, As Trustee F

#14.10  Motion for sanctions against plaintiff Steven Mark Rosenberg
pursuant to FRCP Rule 11 and FRBP Rule 9011; in the form
of monetary sanctions in the striking of the notice of motion and
motion to alter or amend judgment

fr. 12/5/18

Docket 61

Tentative Ruling:

Deny.
I. BACKGROUND

On June 30, 2017, Steven Mark Rosenberg (""Plaintiff") filed a voluntary chapter 7
petition. On November 27, 2017, Plaintiff filed a complaint against Deutsche Bank
National Trust Company ("Deutsche Bank"), Ocwen Loan Servicing, Inc. ("Ocwen"),
Alliance Bancorp, Inc., Alliance Bancorp Estate Trustee Charles A. Stanziale, Jr.,
MERS Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc. ("MERS"), One West Bank
and CIT Bank, N.A. The complaint alleges claims asserting a violation of 11 U.S.C. §
524(a), violation of Federal Rule of Bankruptcy Procedure ("FRBP") 3001(c)(2)(B)
and (C), fraudulent concealment, violation of 18 U.S.C. § 157 and requesting
declaratory relief. At all times during the course of this adversary proceeding,
Plaintiff has represented himself.

On January 23, 2018, Plaintiff voluntarily dimissed CIT Bank, N.A. and Alliance
Bancorp, Inc. as defendants, leaving Deutsche Bank, MERS and OCwen (collectively,
"Defendants") [doc. 13]. On February 13, 2018, Ocwen and MERS filed a motion for
judgment on the pleadings (the "Motion for Judgment") [doc. 16]. In the Motion for
Judgment, Ocwen and MERS argued that: (A) any forgery, cancellation or rescission
claims are time barred; (B) Plaintiff’s claim for violation of § 524(a)(2) failed because
a discharge does not void a creditors’ in rem rights; (C) Plaintiff’s claim for violation
of FRBP 3001(c)(2)(B) failed because a creditor’s right to foreclose passes through a
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bankruptcy case; (D) Plaintiff’s fraud claims are time barred; and (E) Plaintiff lacks
standing to pursue the fraud claims.

On March 9, 2018, Deutsche Bank filed a joinder in the Motion for Judgment and the
RJN [doc. 24]. On March 21, 2018, Plaintiff filed an opposition to the Motion (the
"Opposition to Judgment") [doc. 30]. In the Opposition to Judgment, Plaintiff argued
that: (A) his claims are not time barred because the adversary proceeding was a
continuation of a previously filed probate action; (B) equitable tolling applies to allow
Plaintiff to proceed with his claims; (C) that Plaintiff has standing because Plaintiff
"is an affected party;" and (D) that Plaintiff has otherwise stated claims for relief
against Defendants.

On May 2, 2018, the Court held a hearing on the Motion for Judgment. Plaintiff and
Defendants appeared at the hearing as noted on the record and presented oral
argument. In advance of the hearing, the Court prepared a tentative ruling granting
the Motion for Judgment, which the Court subsequently adopted as its final ruling (the
"Ruling") [doc. 41]. In the Ruling, the Court held: (A) Plaintiff’s claims are time
barred and equitable tolling does not apply; (B) Defendants did not violate 11 U.S.C.
§ 524(a); (C) that FRBP 3001(c)(2) does not give rise to a cause of action, and that, in
any event, liens survive bankruptcy whether or not a creditor files a proof of claim;
(D) that Plaintiff lacks standing to pursue his fraudulent concealment claims regarding
Defendants’ assignments because California law provided only for post¢-foreclosure
standing, and Plaintiff had not asserted any pre-foreclosure damages; (E) that this
Court did not have jurisdiction to prosecute Defendants for bankruptcy fraud; and (F)
that there was no basis for declaratory relief.

On May 14, 2018, the Court entered the Judgment Following Defendants’ Motion for
Judgment on the Pleadings [doc. 50]. On June 7, 2018, the Court entered an

Amended Judgment Following Defendants’ Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings
(the "Judgment") [doc. 56].

On June 11, 2018, Plaintiff filed a motion to alter or amend the Judgment (the
"Motion to Alter") [doc. 58], seeking reconsideration of the Judgment. In the Motion
to Alter, Plaintiff stated that he sought relief from the Judgment pursuant to Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure ("Rule") 59(e), as applied to bankruptcy cases by FRBP 9023.
In the Motion to Alter, Plaintiff once again asserted that equitable tolling applies to
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this proceeding and that Plaintiff has standing to challenge assignments. This time,
Plaintiff added the argument that Plaintiff has standing under Rule 17 because
Plaintiff filed the adversary proceeding in his capacity as an administrator of his
father’s probate estate. In accordance with this Court’s self-calendaring procedures,
which prohibits self-calendaring of motions for reconsideration, Plaintiff did not set
the Motion to Alter for hearing. In addition, Defendants did not file an opposition to
the Motion.

Instead, on September 7, 2018, Deutsche Bank filed a motion to sanction Plaintiff
under FRBP 9011 (the "Motion") [doc. 61]. In the Motion, Deutsche Bank requested
non-monetary sanctions in the form of striking the Motion to Alter and monetary
sanctions in the amount of $6,350 incurred filing the Motion.On September 14, 2018,
Ocwen and MERS filed a joinder to the Motion [doc. 68], requesting non-monetary
sanctions in the form of striking the Motion to Alter. On November 20, 2018,
Plaintiff filed two responses to the Motion (collectively, the "Response") [docs. 72,
73], arguing that he filed the Motion to Alter because he believed the Court
committed a clear error of law and requesting leniency as a pro se party. On
November 21, 2018, the Court entered an order denying the Motion to Alter [doc. 74].

II. ANALYSIS
Pursuant to FRBP 9011(b)—

By presenting to the court (whether by signing, filing, submitting, or later advocating)

a petition, pleading, written motion, or other paper, an attorney or unrepresented party

is certifying that to the best of the person's knowledge, information, and belief, formed
after an inquiry reasonable under the circumstances, --

(1) it is not being presented for any improper purpose, such as to harass or to
cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation;

(2) the claims, defenses, and other legal contentions therein are warranted by
existing law or by a nonfrivolous argument for the extension, modification, or
reversal of existing law or the establishment of new law;

(3) the allegations and other factual contentions have evidentiary support or, if
specifically so identified, are likely to have evidentiary support after a
reasonable opportunity for further investigation or discovery; and
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(4) the denials of factual contentions are warranted on the evidence or, if

specifically so identified, are reasonably based on a lack of information or
belief.

Pursuant to FRBP 9011(c)—

If, after notice and a reasonable opportunity to respond, the court determines that
subdivision (b) has been violated, the court may, subject to the conditions stated
below, impose an appropriate sanction upon the attorneys, law firms, or parties that
have violated subdivision (b) or are responsible for the violation.

(1) How initiated
(A) By Motion

A motion for sanctions under this rule shall be made separately from
other motions or requests and shall describe the specific conduct
alleged to violate subdivision (b). It shall be served as provided in Rule
7004. The motion for sanctions may not be filed with or presented to
the court unless, within 21 days after service of the motion (or such
other period as the court may prescribe), the challenged paper, claim,
defense, contention, allegation, or denial is not withdrawn or
appropriately corrected, except that this limitation shall not apply if the
conduct alleged is the filing of a petition in violation of subdivision
(b). If warranted, the court may award to the party prevailing on the
motion the reasonable expenses and attorney's fees incurred in
presenting or opposing the motion. Absent exceptional circumstances,
a law firm shall be held jointly responsible for violations committed by
its partners, associates, and employees.

(2) Nature of sanction; limitations

A sanction imposed for violation of this rule shall be limited to what is
sufficient to deter repetition of such conduct or comparable conduct by others
similarly situated. Subject to the limitations in subparagraphs (A) and (B), the
sanction may consist of, or include, directives of a nonmonetary nature, an
order to pay a penalty into court, or, if imposed on motion and warranted for
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effective deterrence, an order directing payment to the movant of some or all
of the reasonable attorneys' fees and other expenses incurred as a direct result
of the violation.

(A) Monetary sanctions may not be awarded against a represented party for
a violation of subdivision (b)(2).

(B) Monetary sanctions may not be awarded on the court’s initiative unless
the court issues its order to show cause before a voluntary dismissal or
settlement of the claims made by or against the party which is, or
whose attorneys are, to be sanctioned.

"An award of sanctions for a violation of FRBP 9011 or its counterpart in the FRCP,
Rule 11, is an exceptionally serious matter, and is reserved for those rare situations in
which a claim or defense is asserted without any evidentiary support or legal basis, or
for improper purposes, such as to harass or delay an opponent, or cause undue
expense." In re Quinones, 543 B.R. 638, 646 (Bankr. N.D. Cal. 2015). "We accord
the district court's determination whether to impose sanctions deference, because ‘the
district court is better situated than the court of appeals to marshal the pertinent facts
and apply [the law].”" 4ir Separation, Inc. v. Underwriters at Lloyd's of London, 45
F.3d 288, 291 (9th Cir. 1995) (quoting Cooter & Gell v. Hartmarx Corp., 496 U.S.
384, 402-03 (1990)).

The Motion is based on two grounds: first, that Plaintiff did not set the Motion to
Alter for hearing and, second, that Plaintiff’s arguments in the Motion to Alter are
meritless and that Plaintiff did not have an applicable basis under Rule 59(¢e) to move
to alter or amend the Judgment. Regarding the first basis, the Court’s self-calendaring
procedures, located on the Court’s website, explicitly state that parties may not self-
calendar calendar motions for reconsideration. In this case, the Court declined to set
the Motion to Alter for hearing and elected to rule on the Motion to Alter without
hearing. As such, the Court deciding not to set the Motion to Alter for hearing is not a
basis to sanction Plaintiff.

As to the second basis, Defendants assert that Plaintiff’s arguments in the Motion to
Alter were meritless because Defendant did not have grounds to move for relief under
Rule 59(e). To obtain relief under Rule 59(e), the moving party must show that the
court "(1) is presented with newly discovered evidence, (2) committed clear error or
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the initial decision was manifestly unjust, or (3) if there is an intervening change in
controlling law." School Dist. No. 1J, Multnomah County, Or. v. ACandsS, Inc., 5 F.3d
1255, 1263 (9th Cir. 1993) (internal citation omitted).

The Court also will not sanction Plaintiff on this basis. Here, Plaintiff did not argue
that there was new evidence or an intervening change in law. Rather, Plaintiff
believed the Court committed clear error and that the Judgment will result in manifest
injustice. To this end, although Plaintiff repeated many of the arguments he made in
the Opposition to Judgment in the Motion to Alter, Plaintiff did present new
arguments regarding standing, i.e., that Plaintiff has standing under Rule 17 as an
administrator of his father’s estate. Plaintiff could have presented these arguments in
the Opposition to Judgment. Nevertheless, given that Plaintiff is pro se and this is the
first motion to reconsideration filed by Plaintiff in this adversary proceeding and
Plaintiff’s bankruptcy case, Plaintiff may have believed he could present the argument
in a motion under Rule 59(e). Further, given that the Court had not previously
addressed whether Plaintiff would have standing as an administrator of his father’s
estate, Plaintiff’s arguments under Rule 17 are not so frivolous as to trigger a violation
of FRBP 9011(b).

Moreover, sanctions are not warranted under FRBP 9011(c)(2), which states that "[a]
sanction imposed for violation of this rule shall be limited to what is sufficient to
deter repetition of such conduct or comparable conduct by others similarly situated."
Because the Court has already entered judgment in this adversary proceeding and
ruled on the Motion to Alter, and because this is Plaintiff’s first request for
reconsideration, the Court does not find that sanctions are required as a deterrent at
this time.

In addition, Defendants did not incur any attorneys’ fees or costs responding to the
Motion to Alter because Defendants did not oppose that motion. Deutsche Bank was
not required to file this Motion, as this Motion was not responsive to the Motion to
Alter. In addition, the Court elected to rule on the Motion to Alter without setting the
Motion to Alter for hearing. As such, Defendants also did not incur fees or costs
appearing at a hearing on the Motion to Alter. Consequently, the Court does not need
to impose monetary sanctions to reimburse Defendants for any fees or costs incurred
responding to the Motion to Alter. Moreover, Defendants’ request for non-monetary
sanctions is moot; the Court entered an order on the Motion to Alter rather than
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striking the pleading.

The Court notes that, although some leniency is afforded to pro se litigants, pro se
parties are not immune from sanctions as Plaintiff contends in the Response. See Rule
11 Advisory Comm. Notes ("Although the standard is the same for unrepresented
parties, who are obliged themselves to sign the pleadings, the court has sufficient
discretion to take account of the special circumstances that often arise in pro

se situations."); see also In re Marsch, 36 F.3d 825, 829 (9 Cir. 1994)

("Because FRCP 11 and Bankruptcy Rule 9011 use virtually identical language, we
often rely on cases interpreting the former when construing the latter."). The Court
will take into account Plai